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DETAILED ACTION 

Introduction 

1 This action is in response to the amendment filed on 10-26-2005.claims. Claims 1- 
3, 5, 8, 10, 13, have been amended and 15-16; and claims 17-18 have been added. 
Claims 1-18 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1,15-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Satterlund (US PAT. 5,602,902) in view of Morisaki (US PAT. 5,365,580 hereinafter 
Morisaki). 

Consider claim 1 , Satterlund teaches a data communication system (See fig. 8, 
(70, modem))comprising: 

communication mode discriminating module (70) for determining a mode of 
communication based on a call setting control signal (such as, data mode or vice mode) 
given from a terminal unit (see col. 6 line 28-col.7 line 42); 

connection instructing module (86) for instructing to connect a line for 
transmitting/receiving signals to/from the terminal unit; 

line control module (77) for connecting the line in response to an instruction from the 
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connection instructing module; 

transmission/receiving control (86) controlling transmission/receiving of signals 
indicative of data on the basis of a communication module for data communication, 
capable of protocol preset for the data communication (see col. 7 line 43-col. 8 line 67); 
and communication control module (86), in response to a result determination of the 
mode of communication mode by the communication mode discriminating module (see 
col. 1 1 line 9-18), but Satterlund does not clearly teach the case where the data 
communication is requested, causing the line control module to connect the line to 
compare an authorization given from the terminal unit via the line with a reference 
authorization defined in advance and for causing the transmission/receiving control 
module to start to control the transmission/receiving of the signals only when the 
authorization coincides with the reference authorization. 

However, Morisaki discloses that the data communication is requested, causing 
the line control module (see col.3 line 59 - col.4 line 28) to connect the line to compare 
an authorization given from the terminal unit via the line with a reference authorization 
(see fig. 6 (11 1,1 12) -7 (120,121)) defined in advance and for causing the transmission 
/ receiving control means to start to control the transmission / receiving of the signals 
only when the authorization (see fig.8 (1b)) coincides with the reference authorization 
(see col. 2 line 12-56). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in that art to utilize 
the teaching of Satterlund into Morisaki to provide a novel and useful system for 
detecting unauthorized use of an identifier in a communication system which includes at 
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least one terminal coupled to a communication center via a communication network 
(Morisaki, col. 2, lines 16-21). 

As to claim 1 5, it is covered by claim 1 except for capable of making data 
communication. Refer to claim 1 for rejection. Further, the data communication system 
of Satterlund as modified by Morisaki is capable of making data communication (see 
abstract). 

As to claim 16, it is a program product claim of claim 1 . Refer to claim 1 for 
rejection. 

Consider claim 17, Satterlund the data communication system (see fig.8, (70, 
modem), wherein the communication mode discriminating module determines the mode 
of communication is one from a group of voice, data and facsimile communication (see 
col. (col. 7 line 43-col.8 line 67). 

Consider claim 18, Satterlunder does not clearly teaches the data communication 
system, wherein authorization is only compared when the mode of communication is 
determined to be data communication. However, it is well know in the art (official notice 
is taken) such as use a password for lock into the sever or an internet for data 
communication. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the invention of Satterluner by implementing a particular 
data communication system as claimed for purpose of data protection. 
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4. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over by 
Satterlund (US PAT. 5,602,902) and Morisaki (US PAT 5,365,580) as applied to claim 
1 , and further in view of Creamer et al (US PAT 6,028,91 7hereinafter Creamer). 

Consider claim 2, Satterlund as modified by Morisaki differs from claim 2 in not 
disclosing that the communication control module causes the transmission / receiving 
control module to convert the requested set of transmission object data into signals on 
the basis of the communication protocol and transmit the signals. 

Creamer teaches storing at least one of predetermined sets of transmission 
object data, wherein the terminal unit requests to transmit data other than the 
predetermined sets of transmission object data after starting the control module of 
transmission / receiving of signal, and wherein the communication control module (see 
fig. 7e (144)) causes the transmission / receiving control module (see fig. 7f (152,154)) 
to convert any one of the predetermined sets of transmission object data into signals on 
the basis of the communication protocol and transmit the signal. When the terminal unit 
requests to transmit any one of the predetermined sets of transmission object data, the 
communication control causes the transmission / receiving control module (see fig. 7f 
(152,154)) to convert the requested set of transmission object data into signals on the 
basis of the communication protocol and transmit the signals (see fig. 8 (202)). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in that art to utilize 
the teaching of Satterlund and Morisaki with that of Creamer, so that the system provide 
telephone type services over the Internet to convert the requested set of transmission 
object data into a signal on the basis of the communication protocol. 
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5. Claims 3, 6-9,11,14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over by Satterlund (US PAT. 5,602,902) as modified by Morisaki (US PAT 5,365,580) 
as applied to claim 1, and further in view of White et al (US PAT 6,069,890 hereinafter 
White). 

Consider claim 3, Satterlund as modified by Morisaki and Creamer differs from 
claim 3 in not disclosing that the communication control module judges whether or not 
the transmitted one or more conditions of judgment satisfy one or more predetermined 
reference conditions for allowing the requested set of transmission object data to be 
transmitted in response to the request from the terminal unit and only when the one or 
more conditions of judgment satisfy the one or more predetermined reference 
conditions, the communication control module causes the transmission/receiving control 
module to convert the requested set of transmission object data into signals on the 
basis of the communication protocol and transmit the signal. 

White teaches a communication system comprising storing means for storing at 
least one of the predetermined sets of transmission object data, wherein the terminal 
unit transmits the request to transmit any one of the predetermined sets of transmission 
object data and one or more predetermined conditions of judgment, after starting the 
control of transmission / receiving of signal (see fig. 2 and col. 5 line 49-col.6 line 6). The 
communication control judges whether or not the transmitted one or more conditions of 
judgment satisfy one or more predetermined reference conditions for allowing the 
requested set of transmission object data to be transmitted in response to the request 
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from the terminal unit and only when the one or more conditions of judgment satisfy the 
one or more predetermined reference conditions, the communication control module 
causes the transmission / receiving control to convert the requested set of transmission 
object data into signals on the basis of the communication protocol and transmit the 
signals (see fig. 5, col. 5 line 49 - col.6 line 6 and col. 7 lines 12-44). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in that art to further 
modified Satterlund as modified by Morisaki and Creamer, so that the system provides 
telephone type services over the Internet for information providers (IPs) constituting the 
end system which collect and market the information through their own servers. 

Regarding claim 6, White discloses that the line contains a part of a public line 
network, and one of the conditions of judgment is an identification number for 
discriminating the terminal unit within the public line network (see fig. Col.5, line 52 - 
col.6 line 5). 

Consider claim 7, Morisaki teaches that one of the one or more conditions of 
judgment is predetermined authorization (see fig. 9, col. 1 line 31 - col.2 line 10). 

Consider claim 8, Satterlund as modified differs from claims 8 in not disclosing 
that the data communication system of further comprising storing module for storing at 
least one of predetermined sets of transmission object data; that the terminal unit 
transmits the request to transmit any one of the predetermined sets of transmission 
object data and one or more predetermined conditions of judgment after starting the 
control of the transmission/receiving of the signal; and that the communication control 
module judges whether or not the transmitted one or more conditions of judgment 
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satisfy one or more predetermined reference conditions for allowing the requested set of 
transmission object data to be transmitted in response to the request from the terminal 
unit and when the one or more conditions of judgment satisfy the one or more 
predetermined reference condition the communication control module causes the 
transmission / receiving control means to convert the requested set of transmission 
object data into signals on the basis of the communication protocol and transmit the 
signals, and when the one or more conditions of judgment do not satisfy the one or 
more reference conditions the communication control means causes the transmission / 
receiving control module to convert transmission object data other than the requested 
transmission object data into signals on the basis of the communication protocol and 
transmit the signals. 

Morisaki teaches that when the one or more conditions of judgment do not satisfy 
the one or more reference conditions, the communication control module causes the 
transmission/receiving control means to convert transmission object data other than the 
requested transmission object data into signals on the basis of the communication 
protocol and transmit the signals (see fig. 9-10). 

However, Satterlund as modified fails to teach that the communication system 
comprising at least one of predetermined sets of transmission object data. 

On the other hand, White teaches storing means for storing at least one of 
predetermined sets of transmission object data; and that the terminal unit transmits the 
request to transmit any one of the predetermined sets of transmission object data and 
one or more predetermined conditions of judgment after starting the control of the 
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transmission/receiving of the signal; and that the communication control module judges 
whether or not the transmitted one or more conditions of judgment satisfy one or more 
predetermined reference conditions for allowing the requested set of transmission 
object data to be transmitted in response to the request from the terminal unit and when 
the one or more conditions of judgment satisfy the one or more predetermined 
reference condition the communication control module causes the transmission / 
receiving control means to convert the requested set of transmission object data into 
signals on the basis of the communication protocol and transmit the signals (see figs. 5 
- 6, col.5 line 64 to col.6 line 9, col.8 line 20 to col.9 line 10). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to further 
modified Satterlund as modified by Morisaki with White, so that the system provides 
telephone type services over the Internet Public switched telephone networks utilizing 
program controlled switching system which are arranged in an architecture with the 
internet to provide a methodology for telephone use of the internet by customers on an 
impromptu basis. 

Consider claim 9, White teaches that one of the one or more conditions of 
judgment is the specification of the terminal unit related to processing of the set of 
transmission object data (see fig. 5, 6). 

Consider claims 1 1 ,14, White discloses that the line contains a part of a public 
line network, and one of the conditions of judgment is an identification number for 
discriminating the terminal unit within the public line network (see fig.2 col.5 50-62). 
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White also teaches that the communication protocol is a communication protocol used 
for data communication on Internet (see fig.4). 

6. Claims 4, 5, 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Satterlund (US PAT. 5,602,902) as modified by Morisaki (US PAT 5,365,580) and White 
et al. (US PAT 6,069,890) as applied to claim 3, 8 above, and further in view of Jois et 
al (US PAT 6,1 12,242 hereinafter Jois). 

Consider claims 4, 5, Satterlund as modified by Morisaki and White differs from 
claim 4 in not disclosing that the specification of the terminal unit is related to 
processing of the set of transmission object data and imaging the set of transmission 
object data. 

Jois teaches that the one or more conditions of the specification of the terminal unit 
is related to processing of the set of transmission object data (see col. 3 line 45 to col.4 
line 10). Jois also teaches that the terminal unit further comprises imaging module for 
imaging the set of transmission object data, and one of the one or more conditions of 
judgment is the specification of the imaging related to imaging the set of transmission 
object data (see fig. 3 and col. 4 lines 10-41). 

Therefore, it would have obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the obvious combination of Satterlund, Morisaki and 
White with Jois to have specification of the terminal unit related to process for improved 
interactive transaction in a hypertext data processing system operating in a web client- 
server network. 
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Consider claims 10, Jois teaches that the terminal unit further comprises imaging 
means for imaging the set of transmission object data, and one of the one or more 
conditions of judgment is the specification of the imaging module related to imaging the 
set of transmission object data (see fig 3, col.1 lines 8-50). 

7. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Satterlund (US PAT. 5,602,902) as modified by Morisaki (US PAT 5,365,580) and White 
et al. (US PAT 6,069,890) as applied to claim 1 above and further in view of Creamer 
(US PAT. 6,028,917 hereinafter Creamer). 

Consider claim 12, Satterlund as modified by Morisaki and White differs from 
claim 12 in not disclosing that one of the one or more conditions of judgment is 
predetermined authorization. 

However, Creamer teaches that one of the one or more conditions of judgment is 
predetermined authorization (see abstract and fig.4). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in that art to utilize 
the teaching of Satterlund; Morisaki and white with that of Creamer, so that the system 
provides a service capability for resource management intelligence in the PSTN that 
expands the type and character of services that may be provided to PSTN customers 
and other authorized users. 
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8. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over by 
Kamijo (JP6-62148) as modified by Morisaki (US PAT 5,365,580) as applied to claim 1 , 
and further in view of Jois et al (US PAT 6,1 12,242 hereinafter Jois). 

Consider claim 13, Satterlund as modified by Morisaki differs from claim13 in not 
disclosing received-data storage means capable of storing data and that the 
communication control module stores data indicated by the received signals in the 
received-data storage module. 

However, Jois teaches that the system further comprising received-data storage 
means capable of storing data and that the communication control module stores data 
indicated by the received signals in the received-data storage module (see col.3 line 45 
to col.4 line 40). 

Therefore, it would have obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the obvious combination of Satterlund, Morisaki with Jois 
to provide a system and method for implementation of composite Web page that allows 
a user to send input in one component and interactively view a response from the 
server in anther component of the composite Wed page. 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-18 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Nada (US PAT. 6,381 ,318) is cited to show other related to data 
communication system and medium for storing communication control program. 
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